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1.
ROLL CALL

The meeting was called to order at 7:04 p.m.  Board members present were Chair Mike Bender, Vice-Chair John Stevens, Philip Busey, and Mimi Turin.  Also present were Attorney DJ Doody, Acting Deputy Planning and Zoning Manager David Abramson, Planner Lise Bazinet, and Board Secretary Janet Gale recording the meeting.  Dan Pignato was absent. 
2.
APPROVAL OF MINUTES:
April 11, 2007

Mr. Busey pointed out that a correction needed to be made on page two, 15 lines from the bottom, the sentence beginning with “Mr. Busey felt that since this was proposal …”  He indicated that the word “was” should be removed and all agreed..


Vice-Chair Stevens motioned to approve the amended minutes, seconded by Ms. Turin.  In a voice vote, with Mr. Pignato being absent, all voted in favor.  (Motion carried 4-0) 

3.
PLATS


3.1
P 1-3-06, DWELL, 2340 SW 130 Avenue (A-1)

Mikki Ulrich, representing the petitioner, was present.  Ms. Bazinet read the planning report.


Vice-Chair Stevens made a motion, seconded by Ms. Turin, to approve.  In a roll call vote, the vote was as follows:  Chair Bender – yes; Vice-Chair Stevens – yes; Mr. Busey – yes; Mr. Pignato - absent; Ms. Turin – yes.  (Motion carried 4-0) 

Chair Bender asked if there were any objections to taking item 4.3 out of order since the remaining items were related and would take some time to review.  There were no objections.

4.3 V 4-1-07, Camacho, 14190 SW 20 Street  

Mr. Mankuta, representing the petitioner, was present and explained the circumstances which led to the necessity of a variance.  He advised that a permit for the fence had been mistakenly granted and that in this established neighborhood, there were numerous board-on-board fences.

Mr. Busey asked Mr. Doody if this variance process was necessary since the Town had issued a permit.  Mr. Doody responded that the permit did not correct an error.  The permit had been issued erroneously and the Town violated its own Code; therefore, the need for a variance.


Vice-Chair Stevens asked staff if the permit had been applied for and issued to the petitioner.  Ms. Bazinet confirmed that it had.


Chair Bender asked if anyone wished to speak for or against this item.  As no one spoke, the public hearing was closed.

Chair Bender expressed his opinion about the request and suggested that if the fence were to come down again, the petitioner would have to comply with the current regulations if and when a new fence would be installed.  He did not want this to be “grandfathered in.”

Ms. Turin agreed with Chair Bender in that a mistake had been made; however, the petitioner tried to do the proper thing.  She also agreed that if the fence were to come down, it should be replaced properly to meet the current Code.


Mr. Busey was also in agreement and wondered if the condition that was proposed could be enforceable.  Mr. Doody responded that it may not be caught immediately, but the variance would run with the property, there would be a record of it, and it would be caught eventually.


  Vice-Chair Stevens made a motion, seconded by Chair Bender, to approve subject to the condition that should 50% or more of the fence be damaged or destroyed, and if they so choose to reconstruct a fence, they shall be required to reconstruct the entire fence up to the current Code standards.  In a roll call vote, the vote was as follows:  Chair Bender – yes; Vice-Chair Stevens – yes; Mr. Busey – yes; Mr. Pignato – absent; Ms. Turin – yes.  (Motion carried 4-0)


3.2
P 7-1-06, Great Florida Bank Center, 4700 – 4900 SW 78 Avenue (B-2 and A-1)

Along with this plat there were four related items on the same project.  Chair Bender asked if the petitioner had any objections to hearing all five items together.  Dennis Mele, representing the petitioner, responded that he had no objections.  Chair Bender announced each of the items in order and Mr. Abramson read the planning reports for each of those items.

Vice-Chair Stevens recalled discussing a flex pool which the Town’s staff had anticipated would be increased.  Mr. Mele advised that Broward County had recently changed the rules for flexibility and was allowing the Town to take the flex allocation from each of its zones and consolidate them in one specific zone thereby allowing more options as to where the flex units would be spent.  He emphasized that instead of taking commercial flex units and converting them to residential units, they were doing the opposite and taking residential units and converting them to commercial.


Using an aerial and a site plans, Mr. Mele further summarized the intent and need for each of the various requests.  He indicated that the mixed use aspect was for retail and a bank on the first floor and office space on the second floor.  Residential units were not a part of the mixed uses.

Vice-Chair Stevens asked what the reason was for seeking the flex request rather than obtaining a land use amendment.  Mr. Mele explained that a land use amendment would take in excess of a year and was costly, whereas the flex rules were made for situations like this.  


Mr. Busey was concerned with the plans for SW 48 Street.  Mr. Mele described what portion of the street his developer was obligated to construct.  As Mr. Busey became concerned that SW 48 Street may be used as a “back alley route,” to University Drive, Mr. Mele advised that the exit onto University Drive was a right turn only and that the median openings were restricted to make a u-turn to the south.  Since the route was so circuitous, Mr. Mele believed that it would not be used as a shortcut a second time.

Mr. Busey wondered about the impact of this project on the existing neighborhood.  Mr. Mele displayed another site plan which showed the landscaping and retention lake both of which would serve as a buffer between this project and any neighbors.  Mr. Mele introduced John Barranco, the project architect, who showed where they would be providing an eight-foot cast concrete wall with vines to be planted on the exterior and trees in the interior.  He advised that a six-foot wall was required; however, at the neighbors’ requests, an eight-foot wall would be provided.  It would extend the entire length of the property and helped to serve as a barrier between a horse ranch to the east and University Drive to the west.


Chair Bender asked if anyone wished to speak for or against this item.


Andy Engelmann was in favor of the project.  He asked for confirmation regarding the removal of invasive, nuisance trees and if Oak trees were to be planted in the interior side of the wall.  Mr. Engelmann was concerned about the cat population on the site and Mr. Mele explained what actions the developer had taken to curtail the situation.

Robert Kellner, a representative of the Saddle Up community, asked to see the site plans in order to confirm that there was no access to SW 76th Avenue.  As an owner of a horse stable nearby, he advised that the horse trail started out on SW 76th Avenue and the Town had done its part to assure that there would be no traffic impact to that area.  Mr. Kellner spoke of a rodent problem that had been evident in the vicinity and advised that the feline population at the stables had eliminated that problem.  He had no objections to the project.

As there were no other speakers, Chair Bender closed the public hearing.


Although Chair Bender liked the project and stated that he had no problems with it, he was concerned about loss of flex units.  He considered flex units as the only means that the Town had left in order to negotiate some desperately needed affordable housing.  Mr. Mele explained that flex units were entirely different from what was being proposed.  Flex units were used when going from commercial to residential or from a lower residential density to a higher residential density.  Since the proposal was going from residential to commercial use, they would actually be creating more flex units and he explained how it worked.  Chair Bender was grateful to have the issue made clear.  There were a few more questions regarding traffic and open space.  Mr. Mele addressed any concerns regarding those issues.  



Vice-Chair Stevens made a motion, seconded by Ms. Turin, to approve P 7-1-06.  In a roll call vote, the vote was as follows:  Chair Bender – yes; Vice-Chair Stevens – yes; Mr. Busey – yes; Mr. Pignato – absent; Ms. Turin – yes.  (Motion carried 4-0)   
4.
PUBLIC HEARING


Vacation 

4.1 VA 7-2-06, Amedia/Pelican Shops at Davie, 4700 – 4900 SW 78 Avenue

Vice-Chair Stevens made a motion, seconded by Ms. Turin, to approve.  In a roll call vote, the vote was as follows:  Chair Bender – yes; Vice-Chair Stevens – yes; Mr. Busey – yes; Mr. Pignato – absent; Ms. Turin – yes.  (Motion carried 4-0) 


Rezoning 




4.2
ZB 7-3-06, Amedia/Pelican Shops at Davie, 4700 – 4900 SW 78 Avenue (from B-2 and A-1 to B-2)


Vice-Chair Stevens made a motion, seconded by Ms. Turin, to approve.  In a roll call vote, the vote was as follows:  Chair Bender – yes; Vice-Chair Stevens – yes; Mr. Busey – yes; Mr. Pignato – absent; Ms. Turin – yes.  (Motion carried 4-0)

Variances

4.3
V 4-1-07, Camacho, 14190 SW 20 Street 

This item was approved earlier in the meeting.


4.4
V 11-1-06, BG Architecture/Amadi Companies, 4741 SW 78 Avenue

Vice-Chair Stevens made a motion, seconded by Ms. Turin, to approve.  In a roll call vote, the vote was as follows:  Chair Bender – yes; Vice-Chair Stevens – yes; Mr. Busey – yes; Mr. Pignato – absent; Ms. Turin – yes.  (Motion carried 4-0)

Flex


4.5
FX 7-1-06, Amedia/Pelican Shops at Davie, 4700 – 4900 SW 78 Avenue (B-2 and A-1)

Vice-Chair Stevens made a motion, seconded by Ms. Turin, to approve.  In a roll call vote, the vote was as follows:  Chair Bender – yes; Vice-Chair Stevens – yes; Mr. Busey – yes; Mr. Pignato – absent; Ms. Turin – yes.  (Motion carried 4-0)
5.
OLD BUSINESS


5.1
Report on Voting Conflict by Scott McLaughlin (April 11, 2007)

Ms. Gale read into the record the completed Form 8B Memorandum of Voting Conflict for County, Municipal, and other Local Public Officers, filed by Vice-Chair McLaughlin for his three abstention of votes taken at the April 11, 2007, meeting.

6.
NEW BUSINESS

There was no new business discussed.
7.
COMMENTS AND/OR SUGGESTIONS


Vice-Chair Stevens thanked staff for changing the “Findings of Fact” segment in the planning reports.

8.
ADJOURNMENT
There being no further business and no objections, the meeting was adjourned at 8:25 p.m.
Date Approved:  
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